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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is continued examination after the decision by the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences. Upon approval of the Director of the Technology Center 2100, the 
prosecution herby reopened. 

Transaction History (Background): 

The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered on 
September 21, 2007 decided Appellants' affidavit filed under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131 
antedate the Blair patent (the applied reference), Accordingly, the rejection of claims 1- 
20 is reversed. However, the threshold issue presented to the board was whether Blair 
is antedated by Appellants' affidavit under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131 (Rule 131), any prior art 
teaching on the merit was not evaluated or suggested. Thus, upon further consideration, 
new grounds of rejections are made in view of the references herein below. 

The Invention (overview): 

The present invention is directed to a display system for an appliance 
incorporating an electronic interface screen, wherein the display screen can be used to 
present a wide range of information concerning operational, diagnostic and other data 
concerning the appliance. 

2. The pending claims 1-20 are examined and rejected herein as follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kimoto 
et al (US 5. 390.005). 

Kimoto discloses a method of indicating a setting screen of an image forming 
machine on which a touch-panel is displayed, wherein automatic setting conditions and 
a manual mode button are displayed on an initial screen; and when a touch operation 
is conducted on the manual mode button, a manual setting screen is indicated and an 
operating condition can be manually set by a touch operation on the manual setting 
screen. 

Similar to the claimed invention, Kimoto discloses a method of conveying 
information on a display screen of an appliance (image forming apparatus, e.g., 
copying machine) 

The method of Kimoto includes dividing the screen into a plurality of regions 
(zones) (e.g., see any one of Figs. 1 through 22). 

displaying a first set of information in one of the plurality of zones (e.g. a first set 
of information could be set of information located or represented in the top region, 
middle or bottom region as shown in the initial screen of Fig. 2, for example). 

Kimoto also teaches selecting one of the region information or button command 
will display associated lower level sub menus (second set of information), wherein such 
lower level menus will substantially encompass the entire screen. For example, when 
the lens mode button 21 is pressed on the initial screen shown in FIG. 2, magnification- 
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selection screen in FIG. 3 is displayed. As shown in Fig. 3, when lens mode is selected, 
the associated additional information or lower level sub menu substantially 
encompasses the entire screen (see the selected item from region of Figs. 2, as shown 
enlarged in Fig. 3, column 5, lines 27-29). Similarly when copy size button 24 is pressed 
on the initial screen in FIG. 2, tray-selection screen in FIG. 5 is displayed, substantially 
encompassing the entire screen (Figs. 2, and 5, column 5, lines 62-64). 
With regard to claim 2: 

Kimoto, as shown in Figs. 2, discloses that the initial screen includes operation 
panel function or information. However, the information includes operational parameters 
and other information and help mark (?) button (109) (help code). 
With regard to claim 3: 

Kimoto describes that when the mark (code) is selected, additional information, 
illustration and messages which show how to use a copying machine (explanation on 
how to clear jam, how to replenish toner, how to load copy sheets and various 
functions) will be displayed (column 7, lines 2-6). 
With regard to claim 4: 

Kimoto, in the initial operational panel (Fig. 2), discloses initial screen (Fig. 2) 
includes help (?) code, to diagnose the target copy machine fault, such as how to clear 
the jammed paper (column 7, lines 2-6). 
With regard to claim 5: 

Kimoto describes that the initial screen, Fig. 2, includes three main region in 
which two of the regions are exactly equal sized (top and bottom regions), and the 
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middle region is substantially similar the two regions (see at least Fig. 2). Thus, Kimoto 
illustrates that the initial screen is divided into three substantially equally sized regions 
as required in the claim. 
With regard to claim 6: 

Kimoto discloses several screen information (Fig. 2-21) arranged in a hierarchical 
format. For example, when the lens mode button 21 is pressed on the initial screen 
shown in FIG. 2, magnification-selection screen (next or lower screen) in FIG. 3 is 
displayed (column 5, lines 27-29). 
With regard to claim 7: 

Kimoto discloses a touch screen, wherein touching the screen enlarges said one 
of the plurality of zones. For example, when the lens mode button 21 is pressed on the 
initial screen shown in FIG. 2, magnification-selection screen (next or lower screen) 
of FIG. 3 is displayed, by taking the entire screen (enlarged) (column 5, lines 27-29). 
With regard to claims 8-14: 

These claims are related to method claims 1-7 respectively, thus, are rejected for 
reasons similar to those given for the rejections of claims 1-7. 
With regard to claims 15-19: 

Claims 15-19 correspond generally to claims 1-7, respectively, and recite similar 
features in an information display system form, and therefore are rejected under the 
same rationale. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Nakano et al 
(5,708.787). 

Nakano relates to a menu display device which is to be installed in computers 
and domestic appliances that use display screens and which is used for the selection 
and setting of appliance functions by a user and for displaying menu items for selected 
data. 

Similar to the claimed invention, Nakano teaches a method (e.g., Fig. 8) of 
conveying information on a display screen of an appliance (e.g., Fig. 8). 

The method of Nakano also includes dividing the screen into a plurality of regions 
(or column regions) or zones of menu items (column 1, lines 6-11, e.g., Fig. 3). 

The method of Nakano also includes displaying a first menu item (first set of 
information) on one of the plurality of regions (zones) (e.g., Fig. 3, displaying on the 
initial screen (Menu 0) having Item Name A, Item Name B, Item Name C, or Item 
Name D). 
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The method of Nakano also includes selecting one of the items from the initial 
screen (Menu 0), will display the associated lower level sub menu items (second set of 
information), substantially encompassing the entire screen. For example, selecting 
Item Name B from the initial screen (Menu 0) will display the associated additional 
information or lower level sub menu 2 (Fig. 3) on the screen (column 6, lines 12-50). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nakano 
as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Eisenbrandt et al (5,818,428). 

Nakano relates to a menu display device which is to be installed in computers 
and domestic appliance that use display screens and which is used for the selection 
and setting of appliance functions by a user and for displaying menu items for selected 
data (column 1, lines 6-11). Nakano however, does not explicitly mention that the 
domestic appliance as being laundry appliance. Eisenbrandt on the other hand 
discloses a control system with a user configurable interface, particularly suitable for 
use in connection with domestic appliance, for example a dryer (Abstract and Fig. 1). 
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Both Nakano and Eisenbrandt are directed to configuring and incorporating user 
input means or user interface to an appliance. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to configure the display screen of 
Nakano to be operational and compatible with Eisenbrandt' dryer/washer appliance 
Since both Nakano and Eisenbrandt discuss configurable display screen, user 
configurability of the interface permits a user to customize the control system interface 
to suit that user's particular needs (column 3, lines 16-26). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to combine Nakano with Eisenbrandt to obtain the invention as specified 
in claim 20. 

CONCLUSION 

6. Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the prior arts of 
record in the body of this action for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and Figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the response, to 
consider fully the entire references as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior arts or disclosed 
by the examiner. 

7. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
patent application information retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
application may be obtained from either Private -PAIR or Public-PAIR. Status 
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information for unpublished applications is available through Private-PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, please see pair-direct.uspto.gov web site. 
Should you have questions regarding access to the PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Tadesse Hailu, whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4051. The Examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 10:30 - 7:00 ET. If attempts 
to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's supervisor, 
Stephen Hong, can be reached at (571) 272-4124 Art Unit 2173. 

Examiner Tadesse Hailu 
Art Unit 2173 





